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Under the Commission’s rules, I, Paula Orvis, representing myself before the CPUC as a 
protester in the Application of Aspen Forest, move to disqualify Thomas MacBride from 
representing Lake Alpine Water Company (LAWC) in A.11-04-013 on the basis that there 
is a conflict of interest.  In support of this request, I declare:

1. I and my husband Bruce Orvis are 40% shareholders and two of five directors in 
LAWC.

2. In April 2011, Aspen filed an application for retroactive approval of its purchase 
of 50% of LAWC in 2003.  My husband and I filed a protest to the Application on 
May 23, 2011.

3. At around the same time, a complaint was filed against LAWC and Aspen 
regarding the purchase of 50% of LAWC without Commission approval.  Mr. 
MacBride answered the complaint on behalf of LAWC and Aspen without any 
prior approval of the LAWC Board of Directors.  At a subsequent meeting of the 
Board of Directors on June 14, 2011, the issue of who was to represent LAWC 
against the complaint was first raised.   The majority of the Board voted to have 
the same lawyer represent both Aspen and LAWC in the complaint proceeding.

4. The complaint was dismissed on the day of the June 14, 2011 Board meeting but 
the Aspen attorney continues to say he represents LAWC in the Application 
proceeding.  As board members, my husband and I did not authorize Mr. 
MacBride to represent LAWC in the Aspen Application proceeding.  My husband 
and I do not believe LAWC needs an attorney to participate in the Application 
proceeding because as we understand it, Aspen (not LAWC) was supposed to get 
Commission approval prior to the purchase of LAWC. 

5. I raised the conflict of interest immediately, in a June 15, 2011 letter to Mr. 
MacBride, Aspen’s lawyer.  A copy of my letter is attached.  

6.   Mr. McBride responded with the attached letter on June 22, 2011.
7.   LAWC is not listed as a party on Aspen’s Application seeking retroactive approval 

from the CPUC for Aspen’s purchase of 50% of LAWC stock from Jim and 
Marianne Orvis in 2003.

8.   I protested the setting up of a memorandum account via AL 94 to pass Aspen’s 
legal costs onto LAWC.  I also called a special meeting of the Board on August 2, 
2011 to notify them that 50% of the shareholders (me, my husband and Roma 
Orvis) and two of the five board members did not feel comfortable with Mr. 
MacBride representing LAWC in addition to Aspen.  Unfortunately,  the LAWC 
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Board of Directors voted 3-2 (the two board seats held by Aspen and a third 
“independent” board member) to have LAWC pay Mr. MacBride’s bills that to 
date are over $30,000.  The supposed independent Board member said there 
might be a “minority conflict”, but voted to support the Aspen partners in 
passing these legal costs onto LAWC anyway.

9.  I have contacted the State Bar of California for advice on this matter as I do not 
understand how Mr. MacBride can represent both Aspen and LAWC at the same 
time.    If the Commission decides Aspen should have gotten prior permission to 
buy 50% of LAWC, then it seems to me LAWC should not have to pay for the 
attorney to represent Aspen for what it did wrong.  In other words, how can the 
same attorney really represent LAWC when he is also helping the company 
(Aspen) who bought LAWC without following the Commission’s rules?  I am also 
concerned that the attorney is getting information from LAWC employees, 
shareholders or directors that he is using to help Aspen in its Application and 
against me and my husband in our protest to Aspen’s application.

10.   Although I have been troubled for some time that  Mr. MacBride might have a 
conflict of interest, this week it seems to me there is no doubt.   Mr. MacBride 
sent me a set of data requests about how my husband and I obtained stock in 
LAWC.  If he truly was LAWC’s attorney (and therefore representing my interests 
as a board member and shareholder), why wouldn’t he call me to discuss these 
questions?  If he truly was my attorney, why would he be asking questions that 
seem to challenge how I became a shareholder?  I don’t believe I should have to 
give Mr. MacBride information that he can use against me or LAWC.  Clearly, Mr. 
MacBride considers me to be an adversary in Aspen’s effort to defend itself for 
having bought 50% of the LAWC without getting prior CPUC approval. 

11.  Although Mr. MacBride included instructions in the discovery indicating that I 
must answer his questions, I am not comfortable doing that.  I am asking the 
Commission to decide whether Mr. MacBride can represent LAWC before 
September 15, 2011, the date set by Mr. MacBride for me to answer his 
discovery questions.

12. For all of the reasons set forth above, I request an order disqualifying Mr. 
MacBride from representing LAWC in the Application of Aspen and preventing 
LAWC from having to pay any of the legal fees he has billed LAWC for 
representing Aspen.  If LAWC requires the assistance of legal counsel, counsel 
should be independent. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that all of the foregoing statements are true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge.
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Respectfully submitted this 12th day of September, 2011 at Arnold, California.

/s/Paula Orvis



                                                                                                                               C. Bruce Orvis III
            Paula D. Orvis

                                                                                                                             PO Box 406
                                                                                                                              Arnold CA 95223

By E-mail only:  E-mail: tmacbride@goodinmacbride.com

June 15, 2011

GOODIN, MACBRIDE, SQUERI,
DAY & LAMPREY, LLP
Thomas J. MacBride, Jr.
505 Sansome Street, Suite 900
San Francisco, CA 94111
Attorneys for Aspen Forest Investment Co., LLC

RE:  LAWC, CPUC and Aspen Partners  C-11—4-015 and A-11-4-013

    

Mr. McBride,

Yesterday at LAWC quarterly board meeting, we learned for the first time you were 
representing LAWC and Aspen Investment Partners in defense to the CPUC complaint filed by 
Gloria Dralla.  I also know you are also representing Aspen Partners in their application to 
retroactively obtain approval to purchase Jim and Marianne Orvis’ 50% of LAWC for $275K in 
2003 to which we have filed a protest.

When we raised the issue that you may have a conflict of interest in this matter at the Board 
meeting, we were voted down.  Considering the fact that until the CPUC approves the transfer, 
this sale is considered void, we believe yesterday’s vote regarding conflict to be null.

We are therefore asserting our belief you have a conflict in representing LAWC in any and all 
matters before the CPUC while you are representing Aspen Partners.  We are also asserting that 
any and all fees you are charging for your services on behalf of LAWC will not be paid because 
of this conflict.  We, as 40% shareholders in LAWC, will not waive any conflict of interest.  



We request you immediately remove yourself as attorney of record for LAWC in any and all 
proceedings before the CPUC in which you also represent Aspen Investment Partners.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

C. Bruce Orvis III 
Paula D. Orvis
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